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ajjical area dull ocliraceous ; vertex about as lonj^ as ])rca(lth

between eyes, subaiigularly produced in front, lonj^itudinaily

centrally ira])ressed; face with the disk moderately longitu-

dinally smcjoth and flat, the lateral margins at regions of eyes

distinctly transversely striate, a small central black spot at

middle of its basal margin.
Long., incl. tegm., 7^ mm.
Hah. Peru [Rosenhenj, lirit. Mus.).
Allied to K. ferruyatula, Bredd.

Genus SigiVoretia.

Siynoretia, StSl, Freg. Eug. Resa, p. 289 (1858).

Type, S. malaya, Stal.

Signoretia pacifica.

Tettigonia imcifica, Walk. List Horn., Suppl. p. .3.57 (1858).

Hab. West Africa.

Sjjecimens purchased by the British Museum as " Breddin^s
Co-types," of which no description can be traced.

Tettigonia Jtistricula, Bredd.
iiuhicula, Bredd.
niusinidida, Bi'odd.

citroyantAila, Bredd.
(luromicantula, Bredd.
illniniiKttnla, Jirtnld.

ojfusedhiila, Bredd.
co/ii/ilutula, Bredd.
Idctulii, Bredd.

jocivula, Bredd.

Tettif/onia plehjula, Bredd.
oUcdtula, Bredd.
Iwlicula, Bredd.
Umbatula, Bredd.

Oncoinetopia asperula, Bredd.
venasuta, Bredd.
linialifrons, liredd.

Uoidtila, Bredd.
Ajnbhjdisca incarnatula, Bredd.

[To be continued.]

i'UUCEEDlNGS OF LEARNEDSOCIETIES.

GEOLOGICALSOCIETY.

March 4th, 1908.— Prof. W. J. Sollas, 8c.D., LL.D., F.R.S.,
Fresidont, in the Chair.

The fullowing coramunication was read :

—

' Ou Iletnorhynchus brachyrhynchus, Deslong., from the Oxford
Clay near Peterborough.' By E. Thurlow Lecils, B.A.

This species was first described by E. E. Deslongchamp.s in L^OS,
and was based on an imperfect skull, obtained from the depart-
ment of Calvados, Lower Normandy. He was led to distinguish it
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from other species by the shortness of its snout. He raontions

one other mutilated skull found near Poitiers, and there is a third

in the Museum de la Faculte des Sciences at Caen, Two skulls

have recently been obtained by Mr. A. N. Leeds, F.G.S., from the

Saurian zone of the Lower Oxford Clay, in the neighbourhood of

Dogsthorpe, Peterborough. No other parts of the skeleton were
found with them, even the mandibles being missing. The two
specimens belong to the same species, and after comparison with
descriptions, figures, and photographs of the specimens above men-
tioned, they have been referred to Metnorhynclms hrachyrhynclius.

This is believed to be the first recorded occurrence of the species

in England ; and the specimens help to throw additional light on
the cranial osteology of the species, especially in the parts which
are wanting in the type-specimen. They are, therefore, described

in order to amplify Deslongchamps's description. The skulls are

neither of them perfect, but one fortunately supplements the other,

and both are perfect in one of the most interesting parts —the

frontal region and the part from the nasals to the premaxilla-.

The specimens are compared and contrasted throughout with

M. siiperciliosus. It is found that these specimens possess the main
characteristics determining Deslongchamps's species, although the

prefrontals, which are in keeping with the general massive develop-

ment of the skull, are wider than he sujjposed ; and it is possible

to reconstruct with almost absolute certainty the region of the

posterior nares, showing the bifurcated opening with the vomerine

element running back almost to the sphenoid, a feature which the

Author thinks will prove to bo common to all species of Metrio-

rliynchus.

MISCELLANEOUS.

The Type of Cidaris.

To the Editors of the ' Annals and Magazine of Natural History.'

Gentlemen, —May I have space for a word in reply to Dr. Bather's

article in the March ' Annals ' concerning the type of Cidaris ?

He maintains that the type can and should be selected by the rule

of " type by tautonomy "
; but this seems to me simply impossible.

Linne's species cidaris is a composite, equivalent undoubtedly to

Leske's composite, papillata, but not by any means equivalent to

papilJata s. str. Indeed, there is no evidence that Linne ever saw

papillata s. str., for there is no specimen of that cidaroid among the

Linnean Echini, and Loven simply assumed that Linne had seen it.

I do not object to accepting E. cidaris, L., or C. papillata, Leske, as

the type of Cidaris, simply because it will upset Dorocidaris (the

motive Dr. Bather attributes to me), but because neither of those

species is identifiable.


